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Abstract 
 
Jurors play an essential part in the Criminal Justice System in England and Wales 
(Citizens Information Board, 2017), however research so far highlights that jurors 
perceptions of a witness can impact their decision making (Peled, Iarocci, & Connolly, 
2004). To gain further insight into the impact of these perceptions, specifically in regards 
to vulnerable witness with autism spectrum condition (ASC), an online study was 
designed to examine whether these perceptions implicate the witness’s perceived 
credibility. This study examined whether having the knowledge of the children’s 
developmental status, impacted the potential jurors decision making in regards to four 
transcripts they had read; concerning a child being asked to recall events they had 
watched on a video. Fifty-four participants were requested to initially complete a self-
report questionnaire, establishing their overall views of individuals with ASC; based on 
the Societal Attitudes towards Autism Scale (Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, 2013). The 
participants were then asked to complete one questionnaire after reading each child’s 
transcript; based on eight credibility characteristics (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 
2011). The results showed a significant interaction between the children’s developmental 
status and the disclosure of their developmental status in regards to the potential juror’s 
perceptions of the vulnerable witness credibility, in respective to all eight credibility 
characteristics. In addition, the research also found that there was a significant 
relationship between the potential juror’s scores on the Societal Attitudes towards Autism 
scale and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the vulnerable witnesses’ perceived 
credibility, across five of the eight credibility characteristics. With a majority correlation, 
it is further suggested that potential jurors overall perceptions of a particular group within 
society is likely to influence their decisions in regards to a witnesses credibility in 
providing evidence. 
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Introduction 
 
Autism Spectrum Condition (ASC), otherwise known as Autism; was highlighted 
to the world by Leo Kanner, over 60 years ago (Neely-Barnes, Hall, Roberts, & Graff, 
2011). Kanner’s thoughts on the condition were influenced through his awareness of 
psychoanalytic theory (Neely-Barnes, Hall, Roberts, & Graff, 2011), but despite his 
interest in this area, Kanner maintained the condition was encouraged due to genetic 
influences (Kanner, 1943). Since that time however, research and the evidence base, 
which widely influences and shapes the support and view of ASC has significantly 
advanced (Mesibov, Adams, & Schopler, 2000). 
Today, the origins of ASC are regarded as a product of the “conglomeration of 
genes that merge, modify or turn on/off early in development by the presence or absence 
of environmental factors” (Simonstein & Mashiach-Eizenberg, 2016, p. 1277). ASC is 
generally identified as a profound disorder in factors such as communication deficits, 
social interaction, and obsessive behaviours and interests (Harnum, Duffy, & Ferguson, 
2007). The condition is viewed as presenting on a scale, arguably spanning from clinical 
to non-clinical levels (Lundström, et al., 2012). The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of 
Mental Disorders V (DSM V) (2013) criteria for a diagnosis of ASC highlights that an 
individual with ASC will demonstrate “persistent deficits in social communication and 
social interaction across multiple contexts”, demonstrated within three areas (The 
American Psychiatric Association, 2013, 299.00 (F84.0)). As well as “restricted, 
repetitive patterns of behaviour, interests, or activities”, demonstrated across at least two 
of the three listed areas (The American Psychiatric Association, 2013, 299.00 (F84.0)). 
The DSM V additionally states that the criteria highlighted has to be present within the 
individuals “early developmental period”, and that “symptoms cause clinically significant 
impairment in social, occupational, or other important areas of current functioning” (The 
American Psychiatric Association, 2013, 299.00 (F84.0)). To conclude the DSM V states 
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that the behaviours and symptoms it lists “are not better explained by intellectual 
disability (intellectual developmental disorder) or global delay” (The American Psychiatric 
Association, 2013, 299.00 (F84.0)).  
Some researchers have argued that strict clinical methods, are not entirely 
suitable in recognising the extensive range of traits identified as belonging to ASC 
(Murray A. , Booth, McKenzie, & Kuenssberg, 2016), therefore it is maintained that a 
more in-depth assessment is necessary to provide recognition to the ‘autistic-like traits’ 
or ‘broader autism phenotype’ (Wheelwright, Auyeung, Allison, & Baron-Cohen, 2010). 
Consequently, due to the focus of traits being used as a measurement, assessments 
have been developed; such as the Broader Autism Phenotype Questionnaire (Hurley, 
Losh , Parlier, Reznick, & Piven, 2007). These assessments concentrate on identifying 
the magnitude and significance of the traits, instead of categorizing individuals into 
groups of those with or without ASC (Murray A. L., Booth, McKenzie, & Kuenssberg, 
2016).  
 
Stigmatisation and Exclusion of Individuals with Autism Spectrum Condition  
Traits of ASC are often viewed as unusual behaviours, and it is often the view of 
these behaviours that influence the public’s perceptions of those with the condition 
(Harnum, Duffy, & Ferguson, 2007). Parents in previous research have highlighted the 
unfortunate reception their children with ASC, and themselves have been exposed to, 
and the interpretation that their children are rude, disobedient, and unintelligent (Gray D. 
E., 2002). From destructive interpretations like these, stereotypes are formed, which in 
turn are influenced by a lack of understanding and knowledge of those that form the 
biases (Swaim & Morgan, 2001). ASC has been documented as being more common in 
individuals than Down syndrome or diabetes (Filipek, et al., 1999), however despite its 
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prevalence within society, discriminating attitudes and lack of understanding continue to 
fuel exclusion, stigmatisation and bullying (Humphrey & Lewis, 2008). Despite literature 
identifying a lack of understanding and discrimination towards individuals with ASC, 
research has found that individuals’ perceptions of those with ASC is positively improved 
when they are aware the individual has autism in comparison to when they are not 
(Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, 2008). However, in spite of Chambres, Auxiette, 
Vansingle, & Gil, (2008) study identifying a more positive outlook, by highlighting having 
the knowledge of an individual’s condition can assist in the reduction and potential 
elimination of negative attitudes and discrimination, numerous other studies continue to 
highlight the continued stigmatisation and exclusion experienced by those with ASC 
(Humphrey & Lewis, 2008). One particular study, investigated whether the knowledge of 
a child having ASC, would positively influence their peers outlook and position towards 
them (Swaim & Morgan, 2001), similar to Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, (2008) 
study. Disappointingly, this study found that despite the identification of ASC, negative 
and oppressive views of the children were still perceived (Swaim & Morgan, 2001). It has 
been argued that the knowledge of individual difference, actually highlights dissimilarities 
even more so, fuelling biases and stereotypes, instead of compassion and acceptance 
(Huws & Jones, 2010). This approach provides substance to the argument that children 
cultivate attitudes that support the group that they view they belong to, and in turn 
develop biases against peers they recognise as not being within their group (Bigler, 
Jones, & Lobliner, 1997).  
 
Autism Spectrum Condition within Society 
Despite stereotypes and prejudices still identified as being prevalent in society 
(Myers, Mackintosh, & Goin-Kochel, 2009), legislation and policy within the United 
Kingdom, continues to demonstrate and highlight an ethos towards equality and inclusion 
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(see; Human Rights Act (1998), The Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989), The 
Equality Act (2010)). The United Nations defines an inclusive society where ‘every 
individual, each with rights and responsibilities, has an active role to play’ (United 
Nations, 1995, p. 68). However, as discussed above, it could be suggested that for those 
individuals with ASC, obstructions may be presented in achieving the United Nations, 
and the United Kingdom Governments prospects of the inclusive society they envision. 
An individual’s inclusivity within society is arguably identifiable through many factors such 
as access to social contact with others, employment, and services supporting 
participation of inclusivity (Gray, et al., 2014). It has been suggested that barriers can be 
presented for many individuals within society and these may differ throughout region, 
cultures and communities (Dillenburger, McKerr, Jordan, Devine, & Keenan, 2015). 
Therefore due to research identifying potential biases and stereotypes still existing within 
society that could potentially hinder vulnerable individuals in achieving social inclusion, 
it is not surprising that increasing the prospects of social inclusion is a fundamental goal 
for areas such as health and social care, and education (Department of Health, 2001, 
Sansosti & Sansosti, 2012).  
Within the United Kingdom, the education system, one viewed as encouraging 
inclusion and acceptance of all (Department for Education and Skills, 2004), arguably 
continues to have detrimental flaws in supporting children with ASC in mainstream 
schools, due to lack of understanding and training of staff (Davis & Florian, 2004). 
Therefore, meaning staff are unlikely to sufficiently meet and effectively support the 
complex needs of those with ASC (Davis & Florian, 2004). Despite an arguably limited 
research base that examines children with ASC experiences in this arena, it remains 
clear that school, remains an anxious and potentially traumatic experience for pupils 
(Carrington & Graham, 2001), where they are likely to experience bullying and isolation 
(Ochs, Kremer‐Sadlik, Solomon, & Sirota, 2001).  
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Achievement of employment has been recognised as an important factor in 
improving and maintaining an individual’s self-value, both physically and psychologically 
(Gerhardt & Lainer, 2011). In obtaining employment, an individual is recognised as 
successfully participating and being incorporated into society, as well as fulfilling an 
essential factor of adulthood (Bennett & Dukes, 2013). Nonetheless, obtaining 
employment; despite its benefits to the individual and the wider community, for 
individuals with ASC it is recognised as a complex task that some are unsuccessful in 
obtaining due to a combination of the challenges their condition brings, as well as 
society’s outlook and support (Chen, Leader, Sung, & Leahy, 2015). Previous research 
has highlighted that those with ASC tend to be underemployed, receive low pay, and are 
offered volunteer work or low hours (Taylor & Seltzer, 2011). It could be suggested that 
this research indicates further the potential of individuals with ASC becoming victims of 
crime within this arena. Some researchers suggest that due to an individual with ASC’s 
want to be incorporated within society and achieve within employment, this need may 
leave them vulnerable to exploitation and being taken advantage of (Jawaid, et al., 2012). 
Additionally, they may become a victim of crime due to potential discrimination and abuse 
they may receive from employers (Unger, 2002). Some employers and co-workers 
continued lack of understanding and appreciation of individual’s individuality within their 
workforce, has been recognised as a significant contributor to lower numbers of 
employed individuals with ASC (Richards, 2012). 
Research not only identifies the damning experiences individuals face accessing 
both education (Davis & Florian, 2004) and employment (Chen, Leader, Sung, & Leahy, 
2015), but worryingly also recognises the challenges individuals with ASC face 
accessing health services (Cheak-Zamora & Farmer, 2015). This being despite children 
with ASC being habitually recognised as needing an increased level of access to health 
services to achieve their potential, in comparison to children with other health care needs 
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(Montes, Halterman, & Magyar, 2009). A wide array of research highlights the benefits 
of early intervention for children with ASC (Magiati, Charman, & Howlin, 2007), however 
regardless of the recognition of the importance of this, findings suggest that access to 
specialist tertiary services can be challenging and complex (Vohra, Madhavan, 
Sambamoorthi, & St Peter, 2014).  
Within the United Kingdom researchers have also highlighted parent’s constant 
discontent and frustration in regards to services providing diagnoses of ASC (Rogers, 
Goddard, Hill, Henry, & Crane, 2016). Frustration has been highlighted in a number of 
United Kingdom studies investigating the diagnostic process of ASC for children (Crane, 
Chester, Goddard, Henry, & Hill, 2016). This being despite research recognising the key 
link between a positive experience of diagnosis and its implications on obtaining 
appropriate support services and early effective interventions (Webb, Jones, Kelly, & 
Dawson, 2014). Furthermore, parents within the United Kingdom, who have children with 
ASC have highlighted increasing concerns about the services and support provided for 
themselves and their children once a diagnosis has been achieved (Crane, Chester, 
Goddard, Henry, & Hill, 2016). As well as a rise in differing opinions between parents 
and professionals, in regards to the appropriateness and necessity of services and 
support to empower their children to achieve their potential (Boshoff, Gibbs, Phillips, 
Wiles, & Porter, 2016). 
More worryingly vulnerable groups within society, such as those with intellectual 
disabilities, are at greater risk of experiencing abuse and discrimination with a health 
care setting than the general population (Marsland, Oakes, & White, 2007). This being 
despite these services being designed to empower and protect those they support, 
reports continue to expose the damaging experiences and crimes these vulnerable 
individuals have experienced (Pring, 2005). A significant amount of government reports 
and recommendations have highlighted the worrying facts that abuse within these 
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settings continues to exist despite numerous guidance and policy promoting and 
requiring good practice (Department of Health, 2000, Department of Health, 2001). 
Quigley, (2001) highlights that the reasons behind abuse within professional care 
settings presents as being complex. Researchers have indicated that discrimination and 
abuse could be encouraged, due to roles and service cultures that may be stimulated in 
such environments (White, Holland, Marsland, & Oakes, 2003). Though, the theory of 
the ‘bad apple’ remains poignant, highlighting the destructive effect having a number of 
individuals within a work force, who are cruel and deviant towards those who are 
vulnerable (McCarthy & Thompson, 1996). As well as abuse, researchers have identified 
discrimination experienced by vulnerable individuals and the potential barriers these 
unjust attitudes can provide in ensuring vulnerable individuals receive appropriate 
treatment outcomes and support (Arvaniti, et al., 2009).    
Children who have received a diagnosis ASC, and therefore may potentially 
display behaviours such as social and communication deficits (Venkatesan & Ravindran, 
2015), have been reported as being at an increased risk of rejection, hostile responses 
and poor treatment within society (Harnum , Duffy, & Ferguson, 2007). Farrugia, (2009), 
suggests the development of ASC etiology is the foundation of prejudiced stereotype of 
ASC that has formulated over the years. Stigmatisation and discrimination towards those 
with ASC, is recognised as being dominant across the world (Obeid, et al., 2015). It has 
been suggested that disproportion of understanding across populations, fuels a lack of 
evidence base views which triggers unacceptable actions towards individuals with ASC 
(Ravindran & Myers, 2012). Furthermore, an absence of visual signs that an individual 
has ASC, may also fuel perceptions of the individual in regards to their ASC traits being 
unacceptable in regards to social norms (Corrigan , Markowitz, Watson, Rowan, & 
Kubiak, 2003). It is recognised that uninformed stereotypes are moulded due to the 
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society’s lack of knowledge, which are then suggested as instigating poor outcomes 
potentially across all areas of an individuals’ life (Gray D. E., 2002).  
 
Vulnerable Witnesses within the Criminal Justice System in England and Wales  
A witness and/or a vulnerable witness within the United Kingdom is not just 
someone who has seen a crime being committed (Hertfordshire Police and Crime 
Commissioner, 2015). Within the United Kingdom, someone who has been a victim of a 
crime, has specialist knowledge, or knows someone within a case and provides a 
testimony in support of their trustworthiness, are all identified as a witness within Criminal 
Justice proceedings (Hertfordshire Police and Crime Commissioner, 2015). Within the 
Criminal Justice System in England and Wales, a ‘vulnerable witness’ is defined under 
sections 16 and 17 of The Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act (1999). The 
legislation identifies ‘vulnerable witnesses’ as individuals who are recognised within the 
legal framework in England and Wales as either entitled to support due to their ‘age’ or 
‘incapacity’ (The Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act, 1999, Section 16); or ‘on 
grounds of fear or distress about testifying’ (The Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence 
Act, 1999, Section 17). For those individuals recognised under the two sections of The 
Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act (1999), as ‘vulnerable witnesses’, the act 
identifies that ‘Special Measures’ should be applied, in agreement with the court, to assist 
individuals in providing their ‘best evidence in court’ as well as to support them by 
reducing the potential stress that may be experience when providing evidence (Crown 
Prosecution Service, 2004). It is important to highlight that these measures are only 
available to be utilised by prosecution and defence witnesses during court proceedings, 
and are to be employed at the discretion of the court (Crown Prosecution Service, 2004). 
Present legislation currently excludes those who are accused in having access to Special 
Measures, however judges can use their inherent power to employ measures, such as 
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intermediaries to assist youth defendants to prepare for trials so that they can partake 
efficiently (Crown Prosecution Service, 2004).  It is recommended under the Code of 
Practice for Victims of Crime (Ministry of Justice, 2015), that these measures are to be 
considered at the earliest stage of the court proceedings, and that the victim of the crime 
should be empowered to express their views on the matter (Crown Prosecution Service, 
2004).  
It has been emphasised that witnesses who have been recognised as being 
vulnerable within the Criminal Justice System, are at an increased risk of victimisation 
than any other individual within the general public (Sin, Hedges, Cook, Mguni, & Comber, 
2009). Researchers continue to highlight that individuals who have an intellectual 
disability, are continually documented as being twice as likely to be a victim of crime, 
than any other member of the general public (Horner-Johnson & Drum, 2006). 
Disappointingly, research so far has also recognises that despite the likelihood of 
becoming a victim of crime, individuals with an intellectual disability are documented as 
being unlikely to report crimes they have fallen victim to (Willner, 2011). Skogan, (1984) 
identifies five factors that may prevent victims reporting the crimes that they have fallen 
victim to. These being the victims attitude towards the Police, the effect of the 
victimisation, circumstances around compensation or insurance payments, the victim-
perpetrator relationship and previous behaviour of the victim (Skogan, 1984). Arguably, 
those with intellectual disabilities may be put off reporting crimes against them due to 
some of the above factors, as well as due to their concern around potential stigmatisation 
and discrimination that they may experience due to their intellectual disability (Henshaw 
& Thomas, 2012). It has also been suggested that those with an intellectual disability, 
are at an increased likelihood to encounter rejection by the Criminal Justice System, than 
the general public when reporting crimes against them (Willner, 2011). Rejection may be 
experienced either through the environment in which the vulnerable witness finds 
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themselves in, or through the individuals in which they encounter. The environments 
such as Police stations or law courts could present those with sensory issues with an 
uncomfortable experience, due to potentially being hectic and loud (Autism West 
Midlands, 2015).  In addition the individuals themselves may also present rejecting 
factors of inclusivity, due to their reception and interpretation of the vulnerable witness, 
as well support factors in place so to assist effective communication between the 
vulnerable witness and Criminal Justice Professional (Adebowale, 2013). Worryingly, the 
potential rejection is also documented as being fuelled by an assumption that individuals 
with an intellectual disability are unable to provide reliable evidence in regards to the 
crime in which they have been subjected to or seen (Petersilia, 2001).  
In regards to children, as identified under section 16 of The Youth and Criminal 
Evidence Act (1999), a range of Special Measures may be accessible for the child to 
support them in conveying their information in the least harmful manner for themselves. 
It is essential during the period of discussions in regards to applying Special Measures, 
that the child is supported to reach an informed decision on whether they feel the specific 
measures applied for them, will positively assist them during the court proceedings 
(Ministry of Justice, 2011). Measures that can be put in place for those that are deemed 
vulnerable may be that they can appear via a live link, examination of the vulnerable 
witness via an intermediary, and/or the removal of wigs and gowns by the judge and 
barristers (The Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act, 1999). The Criminal 
Prosecution Service highlight that research conducted by the NSPCC recognises that 
children who are witnesses identify that they are afraid of the defendant seeing them, 
and therefore recommend that it is crucial that the child is assisted in reaching an 
informed choice about the manner in which they wish to provide their evidence (Crown 
Prosecution Service, 2004). Research highlights that within the court room child 
witnesses can experience further victimisation due to being exposed to their perpetrator 
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within court (Parker, 1982). The psychological effects of a child having to provide a 
detailed account of what a perpetrator did to them or someone close to them is potentially 
damning, and can effectively re-traumatise the vulnerable witness (Berliner & Barbieri, 
1984). 
In addition to Special Measures (The Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act, 
1999), the Criminal Justice System in England and Wales, also has employed several 
other guidelines on how best to support children during their process of providing 
evidence. Achieving Best Evidence highlights how best to ensure ‘good practice’ is 
employed to individuals identified within the legal framework as victims and witnesses 
(Ministry of Justice, 2011). It also specifies how best to support these individual’s so to 
enable them to provide their ‘best evidence’ within court proceedings (Ministry of Justice, 
2011). Though the document is classified as guidance only, it specifically highlights that 
it is a document that works towards applying practice that the United Kingdom 
Government feels that its justice system is seen to be ‘fair’ and ‘accessible’, as well as 
ensuring that the system conveys the justice that it believes its witnesses ‘need, deserve 
and demand’ (Ministry of Justice, 2011). The advisory document covers 
recommendations for several stages of the justice system from the preparation and 
planning of interviews to the preparation and planning of court appearances (Ministry of 
Justice, 2011). The document recommends that this good practice should be applied by 
an array of professionals who may be involved or have contact with witnesses, including 
the Police, Social Care workers and individuals from the legal profession (Ministry of 
Justice, 2011).  
Within the Criminal Justice System best practice documents, as highlighted 
above, do exist to support a decrease in the potentially harmful situations vulnerable 
witnesses may find themselves in, as well encouraging the promotion of equality and 
inclusivity (Barnett, Brodsky, & Price, 2007). However, compulsory necessities in place 
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across education and health and social care facilities, are not applicable within the 
Criminal Justice System (Crane L. , Maras, Hawken, Mulcahy, & Memon, 2016), this 
being despite the legislation in place to support and guide the interaction of public 
services and those with ASC (See Autism Act, (2009) and Equality Act, (2010)). With the 
lack of compulsory requirements that are in place for the wider society, it could be 
advocated that those with ASC are significantly more vulnerable if they found themselves 
in contact with the Criminal Justice System (Cummins, 2011). After the highly publicised 
case in 2012 where a 16 year old male, with diagnosis’s of both ASC and epilepsy was 
restrained by Police, a report was released identifying that further training and 
information needed to be provided to Police staff in regards to appropriate 
communication skills to communicate effectively with individuals who have mental health 
difficulties, intellectual disabilities and autism (Adebowale, 2013).  
Research has acknowledged that there are several risk factors individuals with 
ASC may be subject to because of their condition, which may contribute to them being 
identified as over-represented within the criminal justice system as victims and 
witnesses, especially within personal or violent crimes (Petersilia, 2001). These factors 
have previously been identified as areas such as social inexperience, lack of insight into 
others intentions, as well as monotonous and categorised interests (Maras & Bowler, 
2014). Despite figures identifying those with autism as being more prevalent within the 
criminal justice system, further research continues to highlight the complications police 
officers have in recognising individuals with intellectual disabilities as vulnerable 
witnesses (Plotnikoff & Woolfson, 2007). Despite this Milne and Bull (2001), highlight 
that previous research has recognised that when questioned effectively witnesses with 
an intellectual disability, can recall correct accounts of what they are being queried about.  
Individuals providing eye witness accounts will require episodic memory to 
retrieve their account of the events in which they are recalling. This form of memory is 
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documented as being reliant upon autonoetic consciousness, which necessitates a ‘self’ 
within time, that has experienced past and present experiences in relation to that specific 
‘self’ (Hare, Mellor, & Azmi, 2007). Individuals with ASC are reported as experiencing 
deficits in their episodic memory, leaving them recognised as having reduced ability to 
freely recall events (Bowler, Gardiner, & Gaigg, 2007). Previous studies highlight that 
individuals with ASC are able to recall less details from their memory in regards to an 
event from their past, as well as taking longer to recover such memories, than those in 
their typically developing comparison group (Bruck, London, Landa, & Goodman, 2007; 
Goddard, Howlin, Dritschel, & Patel, 2007). However despite these findings, researchers 
have found that if questioned about an event in an appropriate and effective manner, the 
information provided by individuals with ASC is in fact no less accurate in the details 
provided, compared to their comparison group (Maras, Memon, Lambrechts, & Bowler, 
2013, McCrory, Henry, & Happe, 2007).  
Within the United Kingdom, current best practice guidance recommends police 
officers pursue interviews with an individual with ASC through the means of free recall, 
due to this technique being identified as being a precise method of assisting an 
eyewitness to remember (Mattison, Dando, & Ormerod, 2015). In addition to the 
technique being identified as extremely beneficial and supportive in assisting the 
vulnerable witness, due to it being perceived as positively lacking intrusion from the 
interviewer, it is additionally highly thought of within the Criminal Justice System 
(Mattison, Dando, & Ormerod, 2015). However despite this positive practice, researchers 
continue to highlight that a high proportion of complaints made by children with 
intellectual disabilities, are not being dealt with in the appropriate manner in regards to 
interviewing (Clare & Murphy, 2001). As well as highlighting that few guilty verdicts are 
being found when vulnerable witness’s cases have progressed through the court process 
(Agnew, Powell, & Snow, 2006). 
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Juror’s Perceptions of Vulnerable Witnesses  
Jurors play a crucial role within the Criminal Justice System in England and 
Wales (Citizens Information Board, 2017). Their role within court proceedings is one that 
deems them responsible in concluding whether an individual is to be found guilty or not 
guilty, by determining whether the information presented to them provides crucial 
evidence needed to make a life changing decision (Citizens Information Board, 2017). 
Through the process of this decision jurors may be presented with witnesses, both via 
the prosecution and defence (Citizens Information Board, 2017). Research has found 
that jurors may determine a witness’s credibility via various factors of a witness’s 
characteristics, such as their age and their connection to the crime (Pozzulo & Dempsey, 
2009). The age of a witness in the eyes of a jury has been identified as being a prominent 
characteristic in which a juror takes into account when considering how believable a 
witness is (Goodman & Schaaf, 1997). Research has indicated that younger children in 
the eyes of a jury are seen as demonstrating less believability than older children or 
adults, when recounting information (Nikonova & Ogloff, 2005). Whilst prior studies, such 
as Gabora, Spanos, & Joab, (1993), have indicated conflicting findings, highlighting that 
in fact older children are deemed less believable, due to hypothesising that their findings 
indicated that their potential jurors felt that younger children were perceived as less likely 
to tell untruths and were seen as having greater innocence. Reasoning for the perceived 
reactions of children are well documented (Cossins, 2006), children’s reactions within 
the court and its process arguably can have detrimental effects on their delivery of 
information and demeanour during cross examination (Righarts, Jack, Zajac, & Hayne, 
2015). This in turn can further implicate the perception of the accuracy in which children 
recall requested information, which in turn has the potential to impact the jury’s position 
on the child’s credibility and lead to an unlikely conviction (Berman & Cutler, 1996). 
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Furthermore, how a child has chosen to deliver their evidence to the court, is also 
identified as an influencing factor to how credible a child is perceived in the eyes of a jury 
(Landström, Granhag, & Hartwig, 2007). Prior research heavily indicates that children 
are perceived as more credible when presenting their evidence within the court, in 
comparison to presenting it via video link (Eaton, Ball, & O'Callaghan, 2001).  
It would appear that research indicates discrepancies in the credibility and 
believability of a child witness, with many arguing that they are seen as less credible than 
adults (Collins, Harker, & Antonopoulos, 2017). Furthermore, child witnesses with 
intellectual disabilities are recognised as being identified by jurors as having even less 
credibility in regards to the evidence in which they have presented (Henry, Ridley, Perry, 
& Crane, 2011). This despite a growing evidence base that suggests children with 
intellectual disabilities have the capacity to accurately react to free recall instructions at 
a high standard, though the amount of information may be less than typically developed 
children (Agnew & Powell, 2004). However a jury’s perceptions, stereotypes, and biases 
can outweigh the evidence base that suggests the credibility of a child with an intellectual 
disability has the ability to be a credible witness (Peled, Iarocci, & Connolly, 2004). 
Previous research has recognised that if a child doesn’t present with communication 
behaviours a juror would expect or stereotype the perception of the child in relation to 
the child’s biological age; this indicating that the juror’s perception of the child’s credibility 
is diminished further (Schmidt & Brigham, 1996). This theory has led prior researchers 
to call into question the likelihood of a conviction, if the age and developmental biases 
held by jurors implicate their decision making (Goodman, Golding, Helgeson, Haith, & 
Michelli, 1987) 
Interestingly, Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane (2011), study examined mock juror’s 
perceptions of transcripts without the knowledge that the child author either was 
identified as typically developing child or a child who identified as having an intellectual 
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disability. Their study aimed to identify whether credibility of the information presented in 
the transcripts was assisted with either the ability of free recall or in fact the child’s 
characteristics (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 2011). The results of the study identified 
that the jurors in fact identified the children with intellectual disabilities as less credible 
due to the volume of information presented in the transcript (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & 
Crane, 2011). This led Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, (2011), to conclude that even when 
jurors do not have the knowledge that a child witness has in fact got an intellectual 
disability, this characteristic does continue to effect the jurors decisioning around the 
witnesses credibility. 
The evidence base established so far, would indicate that behaviours displayed 
by individuals with ASC could strongly contribute to biases and stereotypes members of 
the public hold (Huws & Jones, 2010). This worrying detail, could in fact provide further 
concern in regards to how children with ASC; who have the potential to be identified as 
vulnerable witnesses, due to the alarming research that identifies them as likely targets 
of discrimination (Neely-Barnes, Hall, Roberts, & Graff, 2011); are perceived by potential 
jurors. Though there is guidance and policy set out to support and prevent the further 
discrimination of adults and children with ASC (Autism Act, 2009; The Crown Prosecution 
Service, 2004), further consideration needs to be applied to determine whether 
discrepancies in potential jurors knowledge bases in regards to ASC (Ravindran & 
Myers, 2012), could in fact influence a potential juror’s decision making about the 
perceived credibility of a child with ASC. Therefore the aim of this research is to identify 
whether the public’s perception of vulnerable witnesses with ASC, impacts on their 
decision of the individuals credibility. Hypothesis one of this research is that there will be 
a significant interaction between the children’s developmental status and disclosure of 
their developmental status on potential juror’s perceptions of the vulnerable witness 
credibility. Hypothesis two of this research is that there will a significant relationship 
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between potential juror’s scores on the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale and the 
disclosure of ASC in regards to the vulnerable witnesses perceived credibility. 
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Method 
Participants 
Fifty-four participants were recruited in total, 46 identified as female (M = 38.67 
years, SD = 13.134), and eight identified as male (M = 36.63 years, SD = 9.797). Further 
demographic details such as age in years (M = 38.37 years, SD = 12.636) and 
occupation status were obtained also. Forty-three participants identified themselves as 
full/part time employed, four identified themselves as self-employed, none identified 
themselves as unemployed, five identified themselves as students, and two identified 
themselves as ‘other’.  
Participants were recruited via opportunity sampling, through the means of social 
media, specifically Facebook. To maintain and ensure confidentiality, participants were 
not asked for any further demographic information so to ensure they are not identifiable. 
Ethical approval was obtained from the University of Chester Psychology Department 
Ethics Committee before data collection was initiated. The research was directed and 
abided by the British Psychological Society’s ethical guidelines (The British 
Psychological Society, 2009). 
 
Measures and Stimuli  
Three questionnaires and four transcripts were distributed to participants.  
Societal attitudes towards autism scale. The initial questionnaire presented in 
this study measured the individual’s attitudes towards ASC, and utilised the Societal 
Attitudes towards Autism Scale (Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, 2013). The original scale by 
Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, (2013), was comprised of 16 items, five personal distance 
items and five knowledge items. Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, (2013) scale was finalised 
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into a 16 item scale, after pilot studies were completed into a total of 75 items. The scale 
comprised for the purposes of this study utilised a 26 item scale (See appendix A) due 
to it previously indicating construct validity and having robust content (Flood, Bulgrin, & 
Morgan, 2013). The items utilised identified a mixture of positive, eight items, and 
negative, 18 items, statements of attitudes towards individuals with ASC. Previous scales 
utilised have concentrated on identifying individual’s attitudes towards disabilities on a 
universal level, instead of the identification of attitudes towards a specific disability (Seo 
& Chen, 2009). It is argued the Societal Attitudes towards Autism Scale assists in the 
gap of measurement, by enabling the measurement of the general public’s attitudes to 
Autism Spectrum Condition specifically (Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, 2013). It has been 
suggested the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale, is the only scale currently that is 
able to measure individuals within the general public, attitudes specifically toward ASC 
(Dachez, Ndobo, & Ameline, 2015). For the purposes of this study a seven-point Likert 
scale alongside the 26 items, enabled participants to identify their internal beliefs and 
potential discrimination in regards to ASC. The seven-point Likert scale ranged from, 
one, strongly agree to seven, strongly disagree.  
Transcripts. To assist in the identification of the publics perceptions of 
individuals with ASC, four transcripts were individually provided to participants. The 
transcripts detailed a conversation between an interviewer (identified in transcript as 
‘Interviewer’), who proposed questions and comments to an individual child (identified in 
transcripts as ‘Child’). The transcripts were compiled after the children had previously 
watched a video showing a non-violent and non-distressing shop theft, and contain the 
dialogue between themselves and the interviewer, as they recall the events shown in the 
video. Two of the children who took part were diagnosed as having ASC, and two 
weren’t. The four transcripts utilised (See appendix B) were previously collected data, 
from prior research (Mattison, Dando, & Ormerod, 2015;  2016). The original research 
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concerned children with ASC’s ability to recall information in regards to a non-violent 
shop theft that they had watch, prior to an interview. The conversation between the 
interviewer and the children was audio recorded, then transcribed and coded via a 
scoring template technique afterwards. Consent was gained by the original authors to 
carry out the research with the children who took part in the original research. Permission 
to use the transcripts was gained via the original researches first author, who additionally 
due to their broad experience of interviewing vulnerable witnesses, carried out all the 
interviews of the transcripts used. This knowledge additionally highlights a reduced 
chance of interviewer variability (See Mattison, Dando, & Ormerod, (2015), (2016)).  
Characteristics of credibility questionnaire. To examine participant’s 
perceptions of the child witness’s credibility, presented to them via the four transcripts, a 
questionnaire was compiled relating to eight characteristics of credibility (See appendix 
C). The items utilised within the questionnaire were assembled through characteristics 
identified in previous research, as being successful in assisting in the identification of 
participant’s beliefs of a witnesses’ credibility (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 2011; 
Stobbs & Kebbell, 2003). Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, (2011) study, as well as 
previous studies (Mueller-Johnson, Toglia, Sweeney, & Ceci, 2007), recognised 
perceived credibility, as being identifiable through eight characteristics. Stobbs & 
Kebbell, (2003), additionally identified six characteristics within their research which they 
recognised as identifying participants perceptions of witness credibility. For the purpose 
of this research, eight characteristics were identified from Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 
(2011) and Stobbs & Kebbell, (2003) research, to identify participant’s perceptions of 
witness credibility within this research. These being; capability, truthfulness, confidence, 
credibility, competency, accuracy, believability, honesty. Two statements for each 
characteristic was identified, with one promoting a positive perception of credibility, and 
the other promoting a negative view. Sixteen statements were presented, with a seven-
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point Likert scale for each statement, ranging from, one, strongly agree to seven, strongly 
disagree. 
 
Procedure 
Participants were recruited via a post advertised on Facebook, advising potential 
participants if they wanted to take part in the study, to send a private message to the 
researcher advising they wished to do so (See appendix D). Once private messages 
were received from potential participants, a link was sent to them so to enable them to 
complete the survey online, designed and distributed via Bristol Online Surveys. 
Participants were also thanked for their interest in participation. Participants once 
opening the link they were sent, were then greeted by the study information sheet, 
detailing the purpose, content, benefits and risks of participation of the study, as well as 
confidentiality information, and useful contacts (See appendix E). At this point 
participants were only aware that the survey aimed to investigate the publics’ perceptions 
of vulnerable witnesses, specifically children with autism. Additionally participants were 
advised that the information obtained aimed to observe how vulnerable witnesses are 
viewed by individuals who have the potential to be jurors themselves within the criminal 
justice system. Participants were then advised that their participation was entirely 
voluntary and that they could withdraw at any time, participants were then asked to 
continue onto the study.  
The study then requested demographic information identified above, as well as 
providing opportunity for University of Chester participants to provide their RPS code, so 
2 credits could be awarded to them. On completion of this information participants were 
then asked to complete the initial Societal Attitudes towards Autism (Flood, Bulgrin, & 
Morgan, 2013), questionnaire. After the initial questionnaire, participants were then 
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presented with the transcript stage of the study. Out of the four transcripts presented, 
one identified that the child has ASC, one identified that the child was typically developing 
and the final two transcripts did not disclose or make comment in regards to the children’s 
developmental statuses. Therefore two disclosed the developmental status of the 
children and two did not disclose the developmental status of the children. The 
transcripts were presented in this manner in an attempt to identify whether the disclosure 
of a child’s developmental status altered the perceptions of how the witness’s credibility 
is perceived.  
Participants were asked to read the first transcript, where they were advised at 
the beginning that the child being interviewed had a diagnosis of ASC. Participants were 
then presented with the 16 statements of perceived credibility and asked to rate the 
statements (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 2011; Stobbs & Kebbell, 2003), using the 
seven-point Likert scale provided, in regards to the transcript they had just read. 
Participants were then asked to repeat this procedure for the remaining 3 transcripts. In 
the second and third transcripts the participants were not advised whether the child 
witness had a diagnosis of ASC or was a typically developing child. However on reading 
the final transcript they were advised that the child was typically developing. On 
completion of reading the four transcripts and completing the subsequent credibility 
questionnaires, participants were then directed to a debrief page (See appendix F).  
The debrief page thanked participants for their time, as well as providing further 
information in regards to the purpose and aim of the study. Information provided initially 
on the information sheet in regards to help lines and support, was reiterated again, to 
ensure appropriate support services were signposted. Participants were additionally 
advised at this point that the purpose of the study was to investigate the public’s 
perceptions of vulnerable witnesses, specifically children with autism, within a criminal 
justice context. Participants were also advised at this point, that the research aimed to 
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identify and assist in the eradication of social prejudices towards children with autism 
who are witnesses, by potential jurors. No monetary payment was made to any 
participant for completion of the survey, as specified on the information page (See 
appendix E).  
 
Design and Analysis   
A within subjects design was employed with two factors, (1) ASC developmental 
status, (2) typically developing developmental status, each with two levels (1) Disclosure 
of developmental status, (2) Non-disclosure of developmental status. All questionnaires 
were included in the analysis, including those that were partially completed, six. A series 
of 2x2 ANOVA’s were carried out across all four conditions for each credibility 
characteristic; capability, truthfulness, confidence, credibility, competency, accuracy, 
believability, honesty. A series of post hoc tests (paired sample t-tests) were also 
conducted on all eight characteristics to explore any interaction further, applying a 
reduced alpha level; Bonferroni correction (0.025). Bivariate analysis, specifically 
Pearson’s correlation coefficient, was carried out on the scores all eight characteristics 
of credibility; specifically results concerned with the disclosure and non-disclosure of 
children with ASC, and participants total score on their Societal Attitudes towards Autism 
scale score. The data was analysed using IBM SPSS statistical package, version 23.  
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Results 
Twenty-one participants identified as having personal experiences of ASC, 66 
identified as not having any experiences, and three advised they would prefer not to say. 
In total twenty-one chose to articulate their experiences in the space provided. In regards 
to stages of completion of the questionnaire, 48 participants completed the whole 
questionnaire, and six partly completed the questionnaire. 
A series of 2x2 repeated measures ANOVA were carried out across the four 
conditions ((1) ASC developmental status, (2) typically developing developmental status, 
each with two levels (1) Disclosure of developmental status, (2) Non-disclosure of 
developmental status) used as independent variables, concerning the eight identified 
characteristics of credibility; capability, truthfulness, confidence, credibility, competency, 
accuracy, believability, honesty, utilised as the dependent variable (Henry, Ridley, Perry, 
& Crane (2011), Stobbs & Kebbell (2003)). 
Examination of the means identified that the participants, when having the 
knowledge that the child had ASC, scored their transcripts as more credible across all 
eight characteristics, than the transcripts that identified the typically developing child. In 
addition, the means also highlight that without the knowledge of whether the child has 
ASC or is typically developing, potential jurors scored the typically developing child as 
more credible than the child with ASC, across all of the eight characteristics identified. 
The total score that could be given to each individual credibility characteristic was 
fourteen (See Table 1).   
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Table 1:  
Means and standard deviation scores of the credibility characteristics 
Credibility Characteristic Developmental Status Disclosed Not Disclosed 
Capability    
 ASC 10.96 (SD= 2.22) 8.26 (SD= 2.81) 
 Typically Developing  7.93 (SD= 3.16) 12.48(SD= 2.68) 
Truthfulness    
 ASC 11.64 (SD= 1.83) 9.96 (SD= 2.64) 
 Typically Developing 10.91 (SD= 2.29) 12.11(SD= 2.25) 
Confidence    
 ASC 9.72 (SD= 2.62) 5.60 (SD= 2.41) 
 Typically Developing 6.34 (SD= 2.92) 12.15(SD= 2.24) 
Credibility    
 ASC 10.92(SD= 2.22) 7.47 (SD= 2.71) 
 Typically Developing 8.25 (SD= 2.87) 12.25 (SD= 2.0) 
Competency    
 ASC 10.85 (SD= 2.19) 7.72 (SD= 2.66) 
 Typically Developing 8.09 (SD= 2.74) 12.21 (SD= 1.97) 
Accuracy    
 ASC 9.77 (SD= 2.58) 6.13 (SD= 2.61) 
 Typically Developing 7.13 (SD= 3.28) 12.30 (SD= 2.34) 
Believability     
 ASC 10.89 (SD= 2.61) 7.74 (SD= 3.01) 
 Typically Developing 9.68 (SD= 2.82) 12.19 (SD= 2.32) 
Honesty    
 ASC 11.81 (SD= 1.85) 9.83 (SD= 2.63) 
 Typically Developing 11.08 (SD= 2.25) 12.23 (SD= 2.24) 
Note: SD= Standard Deviation  
 
Capability 
There was no significant effect of the developmental status on participants 
perceptions of the children’s capability, F (1,53) = 3.595, p = 0.063,  η²= 0.064. However, 
there was a significant effect of disclosure on participants perceptions of the children’s 
capability, F (1,53)= 11.143, p = 0.002, η²= 0.174. When participants were not aware of 
the children’s developmental status, they perceived their capability to be higher. There 
was a significant interaction between the children’s developmental status and disclosure 
of their developmental status when participants were rating the children’s capability, 
F(1,53) = 108.630, p < 0.001, η² = 0.672. To explore the interaction paired samples t-
tests were conducted, applying Bonferroni correction (0.025). The paired samples t-test 
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identified a significant difference in regards to the typically developing children and both 
disclosure statuses, t (53) = -10.214, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the 
typically developing children was disclosed to the participants they were perceived as 
less capable. The paired samples t-test also identified a significant difference in regards 
to the children with ASC and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental 
status, t (53) = 6.084, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the children with 
ASC was disclosed to the participants they were perceived as more capable.   
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived capability (M = 10.96 SD = 2.215), Pearson’s correlation revealed a significant 
relationship, r = 0.424, p = 0.001, n = 54. When scoring the child with the knowledge of 
the ASC, results indicate a positive correlation between the capability score and the 
Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale score. However, there was no significant linear 
relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores (M = 152.91 
SD= 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived capability 
(M = 10.96 SD = 2.215), r = -.105, p = 0.451, n = 54.  
 
Truthfulness 
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s truthfulness, F (1,52) = 7.551, p = 0.008, η²= 0.127. When participants 
scored the typically developing children they perceived their truthfulness to be higher, 
than the children with ASC. However, there was no significant effect of disclosure on 
participants perceptions of the children’s truthfulness, F (1,52)= 0.950, p = 0.334, η²= 
0.18. There was a significant interaction between the children’s developmental status 
and disclosure of their developmental status when participants were rating the children’s 
39 
PUBLIC’S PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL’S WITH ASC IN THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM                                    
 
 
truthfulness, F(1,52) = 35.925, p < 0.001, η² = 0.409. To explore the interaction paired 
samples t-tests were conducted, applying Bonferroni correction (0.025).  The paired 
samples t-test identified a significant difference in regards to the children with ASC and 
the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (53) = 4.766, p < 0.001. 
When the developmental status of the children with ASC was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as more truthful. The paired samples t-test also 
identified a significant difference in regards to the typically developing children and the 
disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (52) = -3.644, p = 0.001. 
When the developmental status of the typically developing children was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as less truthful.  
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived truthfulness (M = 11.69 SD = 1.841), Pearson’s correlation revealed there was 
no significant relationship, r = 0.175, p = 0.206, n = 54. Also, there was no significant 
linear relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores (M = 
152.91 SD = 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived 
truthfulness (M = 10.04 SD = 2.670), r = 0.006, p = 0.965, n = 54. 
 
Confidence  
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s confidence, F (1,52) = 45.887, p <0.001, η²= 0.469. When participants 
scored the typically developing children they perceived their confidence to be higher, 
than the children with ASC. There was also a significant effect of disclosure on 
participants perceptions of the children’s confidence, F (1,52)= 5.492, p = 0.023, η²= 
0.096. Participants when not provided with a disclosure of the children’s developmental 
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status, perceived the children’s confidence to be higher, than when they were provided 
with a developmental status. There was a significant interaction between the children’s 
developmental status and disclosure of their developmental status when participants 
were rating the children’s confidence, F(1,52) = 190.135, p < 0.001, η² = 0.785. To 
explore the interaction paired samples t-tests were conducted, applying Bonferroni 
correction (0.025). The paired samples t-test identified a significant difference in regards 
to the children with ASC and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental 
status, t (53) = 7.570, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the children with 
ASC was disclosed to the participants they were perceived as more confident. The paired 
samples t-test also identified a significant difference in regards to the typically developing 
children and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (52) = -
10.813, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the typically developing children 
was disclosed to the participants they were perceived as less confident.  
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived confidence (M = 9.56 SD = 2.853), Pearson’s correlation revealed a significant 
relationship, r = 0.455, p = 0.001, n = 54. When scoring the child with the knowledge of 
the ASC, results indicate a positive correlation between the confidence score and the 
Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores. However, there was no significant linear 
relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores (M = 152.91 
SD= 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived 
confidence (M = 5.65 SD = 2.412), r = 0.56, p = 0.689, n = 54. 
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Credibility  
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s credibility, F (1,52) = 19.481, p  <0.001, η²= 0.273. Participants scored 
the children with a typically developing developmental status as having greater 
credibility, than the children with ASC. However, there was no significant effect of 
disclosure on participants perceptions of the children’s credibility, F (1,52)= 1.084, p = 
0.303, η²= 0.020. There was a significant interaction between the children’s 
developmental status and disclosure of their developmental status when participants 
were rating the children’s credibility, F(1,52) = 111.483, p < 0.001, η² = 0.682. To explore 
the interaction paired samples t-tests were conducted, applying Bonferroni correction 
(0.025). The paired samples t-test identified a significant difference in regards to the 
children with ASC and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t 
(53) = 8.167, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the children with ASC was 
disclosed to the participants they were perceived as more credible. The paired samples 
t-test also identified a significant difference in regards to the typically developing children 
and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (52) = -8.675, p < 
0.001. When the developmental status of the typically developing children was disclosed 
to the participants they were perceived as less credible. 
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived credibility (M = 10.87 SD = 2.232), Pearson’s correlation revealed a significant 
relationship, r = 0.468, p < 0.001, n = 54. When scoring the child with the knowledge of 
the ASC, results indicate a positive correlation between the credibility score and the 
Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores. However, there was no significant linear 
relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale score (M = 152.91 SD= 
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18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived credibility (M 
= 7.48 SD = 2.683), r = 0.132, p = 0.340, n = 54. 
 
Competency  
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s competency, F (1,52) = 13.259, p = 0.001, η²= 0.203. When participants 
scored the typically developing children they perceived their competency to be higher, 
than the children with ASC. However, there was no significant effect of disclosure on 
participants perceptions of the children’s competency, F (1,52)= 3.571, p = 0.064, η²= 
0.650. In regards the interaction, there was a significant interaction between the 
children’s developmental status and disclosure of their developmental status when 
participants were rating the children’s competency, F(1,52) = 96.719, p < 0.001, η² = 
0.650. To explore the interaction paired samples t-tests were conducted, applying 
Bonferroni correction (0.025). The paired samples t-test identified a significant difference 
in regards to the children with ASC and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the 
developmental status, t (53) = 7.447, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the 
children with ASC was disclosed to the participants they were perceived as more 
competent. The paired samples t-test also identified a significant difference in regards to 
the typically developing children and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the 
developmental status, t (52) = -8.527, p < 0.001. When the developmental status of the 
typically developing children was disclosed to the participants they were perceived as 
less competent.  
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived competency (M = 10.80 SD = 2.201), Pearson’s correlation revealed a 
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significant relationship, r = 0.394, p = 0.003, n = 54. When scoring the child with the 
knowledge of the ASC, results indicate a positive correlation between the competency 
score and the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores. However, there was no 
significant linear relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores 
(M = 152.91 SD= 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived competency (M = 7.72 SD = 2.638), r = -0.047, p = 0.737, n = 54. 
 
Accuracy  
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s accuracy, F (1,52) = 47.572, p <0.001, η²= 0.478. When participants 
scored the typically developing children they perceived their accuracy to be higher, than 
the children with ASC. There was also a significant effect of disclosure on participants 
perceptions of the children’s accuracy, F (1,52)= 5.762, p = 0.020, η²= 0.100. Participants 
scored the children whose developmental status was not disclosed as being more 
accurate than the children whose developmental status was disclosed. There was a 
significant interaction between the children’s developmental status and disclosure of 
their developmental status when participants were rating the children’s accuracy, F(1,52) 
= 117.432, p < 0.001, η² = 0.693. To explore the interaction paired samples t-tests were 
conducted, applying Bonferroni correction (0.025). The paired samples t-test identified a 
significant difference in regards to the children with ASC and the disclosure and non-
disclosure of the developmental status, t (53) = 8.234, p < 0.001. When the 
developmental status of the children with ASC was disclosed to the participants they 
were perceived as more accurate. The paired samples t-test also identified a significant 
difference in regards to the typically developing children and the disclosure and non-
disclosure of the developmental status, t (52) = -8.836, p < 0.001. When the 
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developmental status of the typically developing children was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as less accurate.  
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived accuracy (M = 9.74 SD = 2.571), Pearson’s correlation revealed there was no 
significant relationship, r = 0.187, p = 0.175, n = 54. Also, there was no significant linear 
relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores (M = 152.91 SD 
= 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived accuracy (M 
= 6.17 SD = 2.597), r = 0.088, p = 0.525, n = 54. 
 
Believability  
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s believability, F (1,52) = 42.447, p <0.001, η²= 0.449. When participants 
scored the typically developing children they perceived their believability to be greater, 
than the children with ASC. However, there was no significant effect of disclosure on 
participants perceptions of the children’s believability, F (1,52)= 1.129, p = 0.293, η²= 
0.021. There was also a significant interaction between the children’s developmental 
status and disclosure of their developmental status when participants were rating the 
children’s believability, F (1,52) = 63.259, p < 0.001, η² = 0.549. To explore the interaction 
paired samples t-tests were conducted, applying Bonferroni correction (0.025). The 
paired samples t-test identified a significant difference in regards to the children with ASC 
and the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (53) = 7.351, p < 
0.001. When the developmental status of the children with ASC was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as more believable. The paired samples t-test also 
identified a significant difference in regards to the typically developing children and the 
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disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (52) = -4.968, p < 0.001. 
When the developmental status of the typically developing children was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as less believable.  
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived believability (M = 10.83 SD = 2.619), Pearson’s correlation revealed there was 
no significant relationship, r = 0.261, p = 0.057, n = 54. Also, there was no significant 
linear relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores (M = 
152.91 SD = 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived 
believability (M = 7.74 SD = 2.985), r = 0.081, p = 0.561, n = 54. 
 
Honesty 
There was a significant effect of developmental status on participants perceptions 
of the children’s honesty, F (1,52) = 16.888, p <0.001, η²= 0.245. When participants 
scored the typically developing children they perceived their honesty to be greater, than 
the children with ASC. However, there was no significant effect of disclosure on 
participants perceptions of the children’s honesty, F (1,52)= 3.047, p = 0.87, η²= 0.055. 
There was a significant interaction between the children’s developmental status and 
disclosure of their developmental status when participants were rating the children’s 
honesty, F (1,52) = 29.642, p < 0.001, η² = 0.363. To explore the interaction paired 
samples t-tests were conducted, applying Bonferroni correction (0.025). The paired 
samples t-test identified a significant difference in regards to the children with ASC and 
the disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (53) = 5.790, p < 0.001. 
When the developmental status of the children with ASC was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as more honest. The paired samples t-test also 
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identified a significant difference in regards to the typically developing children and the 
disclosure and non-disclosure of the developmental status, t (52) = -2.852, p = 0.006. 
When the developmental status of the typically developing children was disclosed to the 
participants they were perceived as less honest.  
To explore the relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
scores (M = 152.91 SD = 18.717) and the disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s 
perceived honesty (M = 11.74 SD = 1.905), Pearson’s correlation revealed a significant 
relationship, r = 0.312, p = 0.022, n = 54. When scoring the child with the knowledge of 
the ASC, results indicate a positive correlation between the honesty score and the 
Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores. However, there was no significant linear 
relationship between the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale scores (M = 152.91 
SD= 18.717) and the non-disclosure of ASC in regards to the child’s perceived honesty 
(M = 9.80 SD = 2.616), r = 0.097, p = 0.483, n = 54. 
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Discussion 
Findings 
The aim of this research centred on whether the public; therefore potential jurors, 
perception of vulnerable witnesses with ASC, impacted their decision in regards to the 
witnesses perceived credibility. To achieve this aim, the research set out two hypotheses 
to test. Hypothesis one stated that there will be a significant interaction between the 
children’s developmental status and disclosure of their developmental status on potential 
juror’s perceptions of the vulnerable witness credibility. The research found that there 
was a significant interaction between the children’s developmental status and disclosure 
of their developmental status in regards to the potential juror’s perceptions of the 
vulnerable witness credibility, in respective to all eight identifiable characteristics. Thus, 
supporting hypothesis one. Hypothesis two stated that there will a significant relationship 
between potential juror’s scores on the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale and the 
disclosure of ASC in regards to the vulnerable witnesses’ perceived credibility. The 
research found that there was a significant relationship between the potential juror’s 
scores on the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale and the disclosure of ASC in 
regards to the vulnerable witnesses’ perceived credibility, across five of the eight 
credibility characteristics; capability, confidence, credibility, competency, honesty. This 
arguably demonstrates support to hypotheses two. 
 
Developmental Status and Disclosure 
Prior research recognises the difficulties individuals with intellectual disabilities, 
may be presented with, such as memory recall and communication, which may hinder 
their ability to provide natural accounts of things they may have witnessed (Milne, Clare, 
& Bull, 1999). This in turn then arguably presents the individual with difficulties when 
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further questioned in regards to these events in respect of compliance and susceptibility, 
leaving them additionally vulnerable within a court arena (Gudjonsson, Murphy, & Clare, 
2000).  
This research found that the child not identified as being typically developing was 
scored as having greater credibility in comparison to the child not identified as having 
ASC, across all eight characteristics. These findings supporting those of other studies, 
such as Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, (2011), who found similar results when asking 
their potential jurors to score the perceived witness credibility across a similar eight 
characteristics of credibility. Their study concluded that their results occurred due to the 
children with intellectual disabilities being able to recall fewer details than those within 
their comparison group, who were typically developing children (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & 
Crane, 2011). However, within this study the researcher did not request that participants 
provide comment or explanation into why they had reached their decision in regards to 
the credibility of the transcripts, and therefore it could be argued that they perceived the 
child who they were not aware was typically developing as more credible due to a number 
of reasons.  
The means across all eight characteristics for both disclosure and non-disclosure 
of the developmental statuses identifies a difference in perceived credibility also. It could 
be argued that these results present a significant difference in the potential juror’s 
perceptions of the children’s credibility, when not having the knowledge of their 
developmental status. Researchers argue that witnesses with intellectual disabilities are 
perceived as providing jurors with uncertainty in regards to their account due to 
perceiving them as being less able to deliver eyewitness accounts that are reliable, 
important and thorough (Brown & Lewis, 2013). Brown & Lewis, (2013) highlight the 
significant importance of eyewitness testimonies within court proceedings, and the 
crucial element they play in the success of a trial. It is suggested that any reservation a 
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juror has in regards to a witnesses credibility, has the potential to have substantial 
implications in regards to their judgement on their final conclusion (Sigler & Couch, 
2002). Buck & Warren, (2009) identify that there are two key areas that encompass how 
a decision is reached in regards to the view of a testimony provided. The two areas 
identified, accuracy and truthfulness (Buck & Warren, 2009), were incorporated into the 
8 characteristics of credibility, utilised within this study. Interestingly the child whose 
developmental status of ASC wasn’t disclosed, was rated as being less accurate and 
truthful in comparison to both children who were typically developing whether their 
developmental status was disclosed or not, in seven of the eight credibility characteristics 
identified. Arguably, these results support prior research in its view that the jurors 
perceptions indicate they perceive witnesses with ASC overall as less able to deliver a 
consistent account (Westcott & Jones, 1999). Additionally it would suggest that despite 
the disclosure or non-disclosure of the ASC, potential jurors still perceived the typically 
developing child as more credible.  
It is well known that individuals with ASC can have numerous potential difficulties 
in regards to their memory, which consequently impacts the manner in which they 
perceive, recognise and deduce things around them (Maras & Bowler, 2014). Though 
areas of memory such as recognition (Bowler, Gaigg, & Gardiner, 2008) and cued recall 
(Bennetto, Pennington, & Rogers, 1996) are identified as areas that are largely 
unaffected by ASC, areas of memory such as recalling situations in which they have had 
personal experiences are documented as being likely to have been impacted by the ASC 
(Bowler, Gardiner, & Gaigg, 2007). Therefore due to these impairments it could be 
suggested that if an individual with ASC is required to recall events in relation to a crime 
which they have either been a witness, victim, or perpetrator to, they may find it 
problematic in regards to recalling the events from their memory (Maras & Bowler, 2014).  
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Despite these findings and those within this study, previous studies have 
identified that witnesses with an intellectual disability are able to recall a similar amount 
and accuracy of information as individuals identified as typically developing (Maras & 
Bowler, 2014). A number of studies have recognised that in some instances individuals 
with ASC are not able to freely recall as much information as their typically developing 
comparison group, but were however no less correct with the information they recalled 
(Bruck, London, Landa, & Goodman, 2007; McCrory, Henry, & Happe, 2007). The 
transcripts utilised within this study were evaluated in their original research for accuracy 
between the two developmental groups, finding that the level of accuracy of the 
information recalled between both groups was consistent (Mattison, Dando, & Ormerod, 
2015; 2016). Interestingly, despite this fact, participants in this research still perecieved 
a difference in the accuracy between both developmental groups, identifying the typically 
developing child as being overall more accurate than the children with ASC. 
Furthermore, within this research participants did not view and where provided with little 
information in regards to the original video watched by the children. Therefore this 
suggests that the participants reached their conclusion on the children’s accuracy, purely 
through the discussion documented in the transcripts, and did not take into account the 
fact that they didn’t actually have the knowledge of the incident themselves as a 
comparison in regards to the accuracy of the facts recalled by the children.  
Interestingly this research did identify that on disclosing the developmental status 
of the child with ASC, the potential jurors scored the child as having greater credibility 
across all eight characteristics in comparison to the child identified as being typically 
developing. These findings contradict those of other research by the likes of Stobbs & 
Kebbell, (2003), and Peled, Iarocci, & Connolly, (2004), in which both studies found the 
witness with an intellectual disabilities was identified as being less credible overall. The 
findings within this study arguably could have occurred due to a number of reasons.  
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The potential jurors who took part, merely could have interpreted that the child 
identified with ASC as being more credible across the eight characteristics in comparison 
to the child identified as typically developing. This would support the findings of McCrory, 
Henry, & Happe, (2007) who despite finding that the children with ASC were able to recall 
less information than the typically developing comparison group, they were no less 
accurate. The number of individuals who disclosed that they had experiences of ASC, 
this being just under half (21 out of 54), may hold positive perceptions in regards to an 
individual with ASCs credibility. This in turn may have encouraged participants to hold a 
positive bias in regards to the child with ASC, wanting them to be identified in a positive 
manner. Similarly, Nevill & White, (2011) found in their study with college students that 
those with familial experiences of ASC, demonstrated an increased positive perception 
of interaction with ASC, in comparison to those who had not had such experiences.   
Prior research has additionally recognised that the identification of an individual 
having ASC can additionally support an increased positive perception of the individual, 
and promote any potential discrimination or destructive attitudes being dismissed 
(Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, 2008). As with Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & 
Gil, (2008) study, it could be suggested that a similar effect has occurred within this 
study, with participants having the knowledge that the child had ASC, they may have 
been inspired to exclude any previous biases or stigma they may hold, and have 
interpreted the credibility of the vulnerable witness with ASC in a more open minded way. 
However previous research examining whether the identification of an individual having 
ASC would contribute to the reduction of negative perceptions, did in fact find that it didn’t 
matter whether the diagnosis of ASC was identified as the negative perceptions 
continued to prevail (Swaim & Morgan, 2001).  
Despite numerous studies recognising biases and negative stereotypes held 
about individuals with ASC (Farrugia, 2009), legislation and policy continue to support 
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the opinion that these views need to change in a variety of settings (See Equality Act, 
(2010), and Achieving Best Evidence in Criminal: Guidance on interviewing victims and 
witnesses, and guidance on using special measures, (2011)). Therefore it could be 
suggested that the outlook within society in regards to ASC, is recognising a positive 
need for change. This outlook could suggest that participants of this research interrupt 
this positive need for change, as requiring them to report more positively towards those 
that are deemed vulnerable within society.  
Tracey, (2016) highlights, numerous definitions are provided for the term socially 
desirable responses, however the term universally is recognised as an occurrence that 
takes place that involves an individual having to be motivated to take part in something, 
which may contribute to inaccurate outputs and consequences due to the contact 
between the individual and the occurrence taking place (Ziegler & Buehner, 2009). It 
could be suggested that due to the knowledge of the developmental status of ASC, that 
participants felt a need to provide what they assumed to be socially desirable answers, 
despite the possibility that the answers they provided do not reflect their true perceptions 
of the credibility of the child identified as having ASC. This view may then also support 
the results highlighting that the potential jurors identified the typically developing child as 
having a greater level of credibility when the developmental status was not disclosed.  
In addition, it could also be argued that demand characteristics occurred during 
the completion of the study for the potential jurors (Orne, 2002). This approach would 
argue that the potential jurors foresaw what the researcher was examining in the study, 
and therefore led to a modification of their true behaviour, in the view of wanting to meet 
their perceived expectations (Orne, 2002). Researchers would argue that from this 
perspective, that participating in research will continuously encourage risk, purely due to 
an individual’s participation providing purpose; despite a study having little or no 
relevance to the participants, either due to an attempt to design a study in a manner 
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which endeavours to prevent biasing effects or due to their pure lack of interest (Laney, 
et al., 2008).  
 
Interaction of developmental status and disclosure 
Across seven of the eight credibility characteristics, the developmental status of 
the vulnerable witness was identified as having a significant effect on the potential juror’s 
perceptions. The results highlighted that across the seven characteristics; truthfulness, 
confidence, credibility, competency, accuracy, believability, and honesty, the potential 
jurors valued the typically developing children to have a greater ability in the seven 
characteristics than the children with ASC. These results could lend support to prior 
research that has examined juror’s perceptions of vulnerable witness’s credibility (Henry, 
Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 2011), highlighting that overall the typically developing child was 
seen as more able within the seven characteristics in comparison to the child with ASC. 
It could be suggested that the effect recognised in regards to the developmental status 
may be due to a number of factors. Previous research would suggest that prior 
stereotypes and biases held by the potential jurors who took part, have the potential to 
consciously or subconsciously impede on their perceptions, despite the standard of 
evidence base provided (Peled, Iarocci, & Connolly, 2004). The culture in which the 
potential juror identifies themselves within, may additionally have contributed to the 
effect, as the potential jurors perceptions will be shaped through mutual attitudes and 
beliefs with those that they recognise as within their group (Matsumoto, 2001). As 
Gurung, (2006) highlights, this is not to say that individuals perceptions within a particular 
culture may adapt and alter over time, but the stem of their beliefs and attitudes will likely 
to have been shaped and influenced by the views and outlooks of others within the same 
culture.  
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One of the underlying aims of this study was to assist in the eradication of 
potentially damaging stereotypes and biases against those with ASC. Several theories 
exist in which researchers suggest that implicating these theories into practice, can 
positively assist in the eradication of discrimination towards individuals with disabilities 
(Thornicroft, Rose, Kassam, & Sartorius, 2007). It could be suggested that this research 
has adapted persuasive communication theory. Persuasive communication overall aims 
to influence attitude, and trigger behavioural change (Campbell, 2006). This research, 
aimed to assist in the eradication of social prejudices. It arguably could have achieved 
this aim by providing participants opportunity to identify potential prejudices they may 
hold when completing the study. It could be suggested that it has achieved this by 
providing a who, what, how and whom arena for participants to consider their core beliefs 
and attitudes (Pornpitakpan, 2004). Within this study participants may have not 
perceived their beliefs or views as forming potential biases or stereotypes towards one 
or the other developmental status, however it does clearly highlight that whether these 
were positive or negative, the typically developing children were viewed as more credible 
overall. This being despite literature identifying the potential accuracy children with 
intellectual disabilities have to recall information at a good standard (Agnew & Powell, 
2004).  
Interestingly the results highlighted that there was no significant effect of the 
developmental status on the potential juror’s perceptions of the vulnerable witness’s 
capability. The interpretation of the null effect could be interpreted in a positive or 
negative manner. The definition of capability states it is “the power or ability to do 
something” (Oxford University Press, 2017), which could suggest that the potential jurors 
foresaw the vulnerable witness as having or not having the ‘ability’ to recall the events 
which they had watched. It could also be suggested with this characteristic of credibility, 
the age of the child was taken into account greater than their developmental status; 
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despite an exact age not being provided to the potential jurors. Jurors are believed to 
take numerous aspects of the witness’s characteristics into account when considering 
their credibility (Pozzulo & Dempsey, 2009). The age of a witness has been identified as 
an influential characteristic in regards to their perception of the individuals’ believability 
(Goodman & Schaaf, 1997). Nikonova & Ogloff, (2005) highlighted in their study that 
juror’s perceptions towards younger children are less favourable than those of older 
children or adults, in their ability to recall believable information. Though no age was 
specified within this study in regards to the four child witnesses, it could be argued that 
through the language and sentence structure utilised, the potential jurors formed an 
impression on the age of the child. If they believed the children to be of similar age, then 
this may have influenced their perception on all of the children’s abilities to recount the 
events to be similar.  
In regards to the effect of the disclosure status on the potential jurors perceptions 
of the vulnerable witnesses credibility, this study revealed that there was a significant 
effect for three of the eight credibility characteristics; capability, confidence, accuracy. 
This study’s findings could suggest that the actual disclosure of a vulnerable witness’s 
developmental status has little overall effect on the juror’s perceptions of the vulnerable 
witness’s credibility. This being due to the disclosure status having no effect on the 
majority of the eight credibility characteristics; truthfulness, credibility, competency, 
believability, honesty. Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, (2008) findings would not 
offer support to this research as they found within their study that the disclosure of the 
diagnosis compelled individuals to assess the child in a different method than they would 
a typically developing child. 
Despite this study’s findings, a prior policing report would suggest that the 
identification of a disclosure or non-disclosure of a vulnerable witness’s diagnosis could 
potentially have a significant impact on them and the wider criminal justice system 
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(Adebowale, 2013). Crane, Maras, Hawken, Mulcahy, & Memon (2016) highlight the 
significant importance disclosure of a diagnosis plays in cases where the victimisation 
has been specially targeted due to their vulnerabilities brought about by their ASC. 
Parents and adults with ASC, who took part in their study recognised the important 
implications disclosing their ASC had in regards to the support and assistance they 
received when being questioned by the Police (Crane L. , Maras, Hawken, Mulcahy, & 
Memon, 2016). The participants of their study additionally recognised the importance the 
disclosure may have in regards to providing explanation and understanding to specific 
behaviours and reactions themselves or their children with ASC may have when placed 
in a new or anxious situation (Crane L. , Maras, Hawken, Mulcahy, & Memon, 2016). 
However, despite Crane, Maras, Hawken, Mulcahy, & Memon, (2016) study identifying 
the importance of the disclosure in regards to the support and understanding the Police 
provide to individuals with ASC, it additionally worryingly highlighted that the adults with 
ASC and parents of children with ASC, also demonstrated grave concerns in regards to 
themselves or their children being discriminated against because of their disclosure. 
More worryingly it identified a concern that participants perceived their evidence would 
be viewed as less valuable (Crane L. , Maras, Hawken, Mulcahy, & Memon, 2016).  
Within this research the three areas in which a significant effect was seen; 
capability, confidence, accuracy, could be characteristics that may be impaired when 
portrayed to others due to behaviours demonstrated that may be associated with an ASC 
diagnosis. Literature has highlighted on numerous occasions, perceptions that can 
potentially be formed due to an individual’s behaviours associated with ASC (Harnum, 
Duffy, & Ferguson, 2007). Researchers have argued that difficulties with social skills that 
may be experienced by those who have ASC, are generally recognisable in everyday life 
(Sigman & Ruskin, 1999). Behaviours that are identified by members of the public as not 
socially acceptable performed by those with ASC, can tactlessly lead to stereotypes and 
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biases being formed (Gray D. E., 2002). The areas identified in this research; capability, 
confidence, accuracy, could arguably be suggested as ones that may have been 
disadvantaged due to potential communication difficulties experienced, as well as an 
understanding in regards to social cues (Williams White, Keonig, & Scahill, 2007).  
The results of this study, indicate that with the majority of characteristics there is 
no effect in regards to disclosure status, which could be potentially seen as a positive 
outcome for this research. It could be suggested that by having a majority of no effect, 
the potential jurors judged their perception of all four children on an equal basis despite 
whether they were identified as having ASC or being typically developing. This could 
suggest that participants didn’t allow potential stereotypes or biases they may have 
previously held impact their overall decision in regards to the children’s overall credibility. 
This suggestion would disagree with previous research that has examined the effect of 
anchoring, in which individuals generate a conclusion on two judgements utilising a 
specific standard and a comparison (Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, 2008; 
Mussweiler & Strack, 2000). 
In regards to interaction between the disclosure and developmental status, this 
research found that all eight characteristics of credibility were identifying a significant 
interaction. This led to the researcher applying a Bonferroni correction to the t-tests ran 
so to further scrutinise the interaction. The findings of the research identified that a 
significant difference was found in regards to disclosure status and non-disclosure of 
both developmental statuses across all eight characteristics. The results identify that 
ultimately the disclosure and non-disclosure of a developmental status, does equate to 
a significant difference in regards to how the potential jurors perceive the vulnerable 
witnesses credibility. Interestingly this would suggest that in fact the knowledge of 
whether a child does or does not have a diagnosis, in this case ASC, does impact a 
potential jurors decision as to their credibility.  
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The results would suggest the knowledge of the diagnosis of ASC, supported the 
potential jurors to be more favourable in their decision of credibility in regards to the child. 
This research highlights that their views are clearly impacted by the knowledge of the 
diagnosis. As the research has previously highlighted, individuals are vulnerable to 
become victims of crime, with their vulnerability due to their diagnosis playing an 
essential part (Helverschou, et al., 2015). It could be suggested however within this study 
that the knowledge of the diagnosis in essence is a protective factor as to how they are 
viewed, and even more so supports them to be viewed more positively. Arguably, this 
could be seen to have been caused by a number of factors. The foundations of the 
positive views could potentially be based on a high proportion of participants having 
previous experiences of ASC, and therefore these experiences if positive, could 
potentially have supported the participant’s perceptions in a positive manner. 
Additionally, due to a number of participants identifying that their experiences have been 
based through employment, it could be suggested that a proportion of participants are 
employed in positions where they are required to be person centred. Arguably, if in a 
position such as this, these participants will have had training and experience in treating 
individuals as unique human beings, whom have individual worth, ability and importance 
(Low, 2017). This approach would have eradicated any potential biases, stigmas or 
stereotypes the potential jurors hold, and would enable them to see the individual for 
their unique qualities and capacity (Christie & Camp, 2014). It would additionally 
eradicate any potential suggestions that the vulnerable witness’s truthfulness and 
honesty is based on their developmental status. Though this study has identified a 
positive perception based on credibility of vulnerable witness’s ability to recall events, 
the case still remains that not all research of this sort supports this view (Stobbs & 
Kebbell, 2003).  
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Despite this positive discovery, the results still recognise that when the 
knowledge of diagnosis is not known the typically developing child is seen as having a 
greater level of credibility. This arguably could be due to their unhindered ability in the 
manner in which they convey the information they have witnessed, as well as their ability 
in processing and memorising information (McCrory, Henry, & Happe, 2007). The results 
highlighted a significant difference in regards to the disclosure status of the children who 
were typically developing. Arguably, it could be suggested that in fact these results 
uncover the potential juror’s true and uninfluenced views and feelings due to not having 
the knowledge of a developmental status, and therefore not being able to form opinions 
or allow their judgements to be the foundations of their decisions. Despite literature 
identifying that children with ASC, have the ability to recall precise information (Agnew & 
Powell, 2004), there is still a wide evidence base that would argue that communication 
and social deficits may indeed hinder their ability to provide evidence at the same 
standard as children who are typically developing (Maras & Bowler, 2014).  
 
Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale and the disclosure status of ASC 
The Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale utilised within this study was adapted 
from the original scale introduced by Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, (2013), who found their 
scale to demonstrate internal consistency and construct validity. Flood, Bulgrin, & 
Morgan, (2013) concluded that their scale identified that attitudes formulated towards 
ASC do have a relationship with attitudes towards disabilities, despite their differences 
(Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, 2013). The original scale has also been recognised as the 
only one of its kind to specifically measure attitudes towards ASC (Dachez, Ndobo, & 
Ameline, 2015).  
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To examine any inherent relationship between both the potential juror’s attitudes 
towards autism scores and their perceptions of the children with ASC’s credibility, 
correlation was necessary to discover whether a relationship was present or not. 
Interestingly, it was discovered that there was no relationship uncovered in regards to 
the non-disclosure of ASC and the scores from the Societal Attitudes towards Autism 
scale, across all eight credibility characteristics. This would suggest that there was no 
direct link between the scores on the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale and how 
the participants viewed the child whose developmental status of ASC was not disclosed. 
The lack of relationship could be argued as occurring due to participants being influenced 
through the lack of knowledge that the child they were indeed scoring has ASC, and 
therefore previous perceptions in regards to their view of an individual with ASC could 
not influence their perception. Due to this study being the first designed in this manner; 
where participants are requested to complete the Societal Attitudes towards Autism 
Scale and then identify their perceptions of children whose developmental statuses were 
not all disclosed, there is no prior evidence to compare the findings with.  
However, the findings also revealed that there was a significant linear relationship 
discovered between the disclosure of the ASC and the Societal Attitudes towards Autism 
scale scores, across five of the eight credibility characteristics; capability, confidence, 
credibility, competency, honesty. The findings could suggest that there is a link between 
how the potential jurors saw individuals with ASC overall, represented in the Societal 
Attitudes towards Autism scale scores, and how they viewed the child with ASC’s overall 
credibility. The positive relationship overall could be suggested as having occurred due 
to the potential jurors providing socially desirable responses. It is suggested that many 
scales measuring attitudes (Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, 2013), as well as attitudes towards 
individuals with a disability (Hergenrather & Rhodes, 2007), have the potential to be 
influenced and effected by what participants perceive to be socially acceptable. The 
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presence of equal opportunities in recent legislation and policy also has the potential to 
highlight to those with previous discriminatory and oppressive views, that negative and 
prejudiced perceptions towards those with autism are not acceptable attitudes within 
United Kingdom society (Equality Act, 2010). Attitudes have been documented as 
playing a crucial part in ensuring positive inclusion and preventing social rejection of 
those with ASC (Humphry, 2008). Some researchers argue that these negative attitudes 
towards disabilities or disorders potentially stem from an individuals’ own concerns in 
relation to their own disabilities or disorders, self-concept and capability, as well as their 
public awareness (All, Fried, Roberto, Shaw, & Richter, 1997). Arguably on completion 
of the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale, participants are aware that they are 
directly answering questions in regards to an individual with Autism. As Chambres, 
Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, (2008) found in their study, individuals can apply a differing 
level of comparison to evaluation on having the knowledge that the child has a diagnosis. 
It could be suggested knowing that the questions were directly linked to individuals with 
ASC, that participants interpreted their expectations and wishes to a differing standard 
than another group of individuals identifiable in society (Mussweiler & Strack, 2000). This 
in turn promoting the positive correlation between both their perceptions of a child’s 
credibility who they know has ASC and their overall view of individual’s capabilities and 
rights.  
 
Limitations  
Some of the potential limitations of this study have previously been identified 
within the discussion. This study has focused on an arguably sensitive subject matter, 
which has the potential to be a passionate subject for some of the potential jurors that 
took part. A subject matter of this type is a potentially difficult one for researchers to 
accurately record individual’s true perceptions, due to participant’s feelings towards what 
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is seen as socially acceptable (Tracey, 2016). The effects of this may have discouraged 
participants to document their true perceptions.  
Furthermore, this research did not request that participants provide further 
explanation for their reasoning behind their perceptions of the children’s credibility. 
Arguably, if it had done so as other research has (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 2011), 
further insight may have been provided into why the potential jurors reached the 
decisions that they did. Interestingly, this would have allowed for participants to confirm 
whether their attitudes and perceptions are influenced based on previous experiences of 
ASC, or due to the role that they are in. 
Due to recruitment of participants being sought only through the researchers 
social media account, it could be suggested a significant proportion of the participants 
have experience within a health and social care background. This potentially could have 
positively influenced the potential juror’s perceptions due to codes of practice they may 
be obliged to follow. Future studies would benefit from an alternative recruitment method; 
such as community advertisement, so to acquire a more diverse proportion of society.  
Furthermore, it must be highlighted that the potential jurors within this study 
reached their decisions on the children’s credibility across all eight characteristics based 
solely on reading the transcripts provided. Though researchers and legal scholars argue 
that jurors are well-informed decision makers (Cecil, Hans, & Wiggins, 1991), who are 
precise and effective at discovering the facts of a case (Cooper, Bennett, & Sukel, 1996). 
Many would argue that in fact juror’s take more than what they perceive as the facts into 
account when reaching their decisions (Pozzulo & Dempsey, 2009). The transcripts 
utilised within this research, don’t allow the potential jurors to view a number of factors 
that may have potentially influenced their decisions in regards to the credibility of the 
child witnesses. Potential communication difficulties, gender, emotional reaction, body 
language and appearance, are all characteristics arguably having the potential to 
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influence a jurors decisions (Nikonova & Ogloff, 2005), and were not visible within the 
transcripts utilised within this study. The manner in which an individual presents 
themselves within a court room, has the potential to trigger an emotional reaction within 
a juror (Nadler & Rose, 2003). If a child becomes upset or distressed when recalling 
events of a brutal crime against themselves or someone close to them, their emotional 
distress is viewed by a jury (Cooper, Quas, & Cleveland, 2014). Furthermore, if a witness 
doesn’t present themselves in a manner that meets a jurors expectations on the basis of 
cultural, societal, and personal expectations, this too can influence the juror’s 
perceptions of the credibility of the witness (Castelli & Goodman, 2014). Therefore it 
could be suggested that if the potential jurors were asked to watch the discussion 
between the interviewer and the children, the potential juror’s position on the children’s 
credibility arguably could be altered. Future research may benefit by enabling 
participants to observe vulnerable witnesses recalling events, so to further examine 
whether presentation and appearance effects the vulnerable witnesses perceived 
credibility. 
Arguably, this research does however show strength in the fact that the 
transcripts utilised within this study, are in fact real, and have involved a research group 
identified as being “hard to reach” (Sadler, Lee, Lim, & Fullerton, 2010). Utilising the 
children’s transcripts within this research in comparison to transcripts made up by the 
researcher, provides recognition also that children are different to adults in so many 
aspects. Therefore using false transcripts composed by the researcher would have 
impacted the validity of this research, in the fact that an adult would never fully be able 
to recount what it is like to be in a child’s world within a specific situation, as an adult will 
never really be a child again (Hill, 1997).   
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Conclusion 
The aim of this study was to examine whether the perceptions held by potential 
jurors, in regards to children with ASC, impacted their perceptions of the vulnerable 
witnesses credibility. This study found that there was a significant interaction between 
the children’s developmental status and disclosure of their developmental status in 
regards to the potential juror’s perceptions of the vulnerable witness’s credibility, in 
respect to all eight identifiable characteristics. It is suggested that when the potential 
jurors had the knowledge of the child’s developmental status, they may have utilised 
differing standards of comparison in which to formulate their opinion on the children’s 
credibility (Chambres, Auxiette, Vansingle, & Gil, 2008). Additionally it has been noted 
that, socially desirable responses may have influenced the potential juror’s perceptions, 
when they were made aware of the children’s developmental status (Ziegler & Buehner, 
2009). Furthermore, this study found that there was a significant relationship between 
the potential juror’s scores on the Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale and the 
disclosure of ASC in regards to the vulnerable witnesses’ perceived credibility, across 
five of the eight credibility characteristics. This finding potentially suggests that there was 
a link between the potential jurors overall attitudes towards ASC and their perceptions of 
credibility in regards to the child identified as having ASC. Though in reality potential 
jurors may not be informed of a witnesses diagnosis (Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, 
2011), this research did positively identify that when having the knowledge of the child’s 
developmental status, the jurors perceptions positively supported the child who has ASC.  
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Appendix A 
Table 1  
Societal Attitudes towards Autism scale 
Statements Likert Scale 
 Strongly 
Agree 
Agree Agree 
Somewhat 
Undecided Disagree 
Somewhat 
Disagree Strongly 
Disagree 
People with autism should not engage in romantic relationships        
People with autism should have the opportunity to go to college        
People with autism should not have children        
People with autism should be institutionalised for their safety and others        
If a facility to treat people with autism opened in my community, I would consider 
moving out 
       
Individuals with autism are incapable of living on their own        
I would be afraid to be around a person with autism        
A person with autism is an emotional burden to his/her family        
I would be comfortable sitting next to a person with autism in the same class        
A person with autism is a financial burden to his/her family        
People with autism should be encouraged to marry someone with autism        
People with autism are incapable of forming relationships and expressing 
affection 
       
Children with autism should be fully integrated into mainstream classes        
I would be uncomfortable hugging a person with autism        
People with autism cannot understand other people’s feelings        
Students with autism who are mainstreamed into regular classrooms are a 
distraction to students without autism in that classroom 
       
People with autism require additional support to be successful in the work 
Place 
       
People with autism tend to be violent        
Mainstreaming children with autism into regular education classrooms poses a 
safety risk for children without autism in the same classroom 
       
People with autism need assistance communicating with others        
All individuals with autism demonstrate repetitive behaviours, such as rocking or 
flapping of arms or hands 
       
I would be comfortable sharing an office with a co-worker with autism        
I would be comfortable sitting next to a person with autism in a movie theatre        
I would be comfortable having a person with autism living in the same building as 
me 
       
I would be comfortable having a friend with autism        
86 
PUBLIC’S PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL’S WITH ASC IN THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM                                    
 
 
 
 
  
People with autism are capable of living normal lives (i.e., with a job, house, 
family, etc) 
       
Note: Scale modified from Flood, Bulgrin, & Morgan, (2013) 
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Appendix B 
Interview 1 
 
I: So it’s recording our voices now. Can I just check that it’s okay for me to record our voices? 
 
C: Yeah 
 
I: Okay, so what I would like you to so, is think very carefully about the video that you watched earlier on the 
iPad and I would like you to tell me everything that happened on it, starting from the beginning. Now what’s 
important, I only want you to tell me the things that you actually remember, so if there’s anything that you’re 
not sure about, I don’t want you to guess or make anything up for it. It’s okay to say when you can’t 
remember 
 
C: Some cars drive past. A police car. Then people were walking round a corner. Walked into a shop, stole 
something and then this man was chasing them  
 
I: Is there anything else that you can remember from the video or have you told me everything? 
 
C: That’s everything 
 
I: Okay, that’s great, thank you... You said that there was cars driving past. Tell me what you can remember 
about the cars driving past? 
 
C: I can’t really remember 
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I: Okay, thank you… Tell me what you can remember about the police car? 
 
C: This man and woman came out of the shop and they were running and this man was running after them  
 
I: Okay… Tell me about the man and the woman? 
 
C: The man had short hair and the woman had long hair 
 
I: Okay… Tell me what they looked like? 
 
C: They were robbers 
 
I: Robbers, right… Okay and you said that they went round a corner and into a shop. Tell me about the shop? 
 
C: They walked in and they stayed in there for a few minutes and they came out. I don’t know what they stole, 
but they were running 
 
I: Tell me what the shop looked like? 
 
C: The shop was a small like paper newsagents shop 
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else that you can remember about the shop? 
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C: No, that’s everything 
 
I: Okay… You said that a man chased the people out of the shop. Tell me about that man? 
 
C: This man came out the shop and run after them 
 
I: Tell me what he looked like? 
 
C: The man had quite, like he was bald  
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else that you can remember about the man or the video? 
 
C: I’ve told you everything 
 
I: Okay, well thank you very much 
 
END OF INTERVIEW 
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Interview 2 
 
I: So is it okay if I record our voices? 
 
C: Yeah 
 
I: Okay, so what I’d like to do now, is a little bit of talking about the video that you watched, but before you 
start, I just want to know that I only want you to tell me the things that you actually remember. I don’t want 
you to guess or make anything up.  So think about that video that you watched earlier on the iPad, and 
starting from the very beginning, tell me everything that you can remember about it? 
 
C: Some cars going down the street and a roundabout, and two people going into a shop, and getting chased 
out 
 
I: Is there anything else that you can remember? 
 
C: They’d probably stolen something 
 
I:  Is there anything else that you can remember? 
 
C: It was a tuck shop 
 
I: Yeah… 
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C: Erm… Was it a man and a woman, I don’t know… 
 
I: When was that? 
 
C: Who went into the shop 
 
I: Oh okay… Is there anything else? 
 
C: No, I don’t think so 
 
I: That’s absolutely fine, thank you… So you said at the beginning that there was some cars going down the 
street. Tell me what you can remember about the cars? 
 
C: Erm…  
 
I: So just what you can remember… 
 
C: There was a red car 
 
I: Okay… You said that they were going down the street. Tell me about the street? 
 
C: It was quite quiet… Erm… 
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I: Tell me about the roundabout? 
 
C: I’m not sure… 
 
I: That’s fine… And you said that two people went into a shop and you think it might have been a man and a 
woman. Tell me what you can remember about the man? 
 
C: I can’t really remember 
 
I: What about the other person? 
 
C: I think they were wearing a hat 
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else? 
 
C: Shorter 
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else? 
 
C: Not really 
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I: Okay… You said that they went into a shop and you think it said tuck shop on the window. Tell me what the 
tuck shop looked like? 
 
C: I think it was purple. I can’t remember much 
 
I: You think it was purple. Is there anything else that you can remember about it? 
 
C: Erm… Not really 
 
I: That’s fine… You said that some people got chased out. Tell me what happened? 
 
C: Erm… They went inside and a man was like running after them 
 
I: Okay… Tell me what you can remember about the man that was running after them 
 
C: He might have been bald, I can’t really remember 
 
I: Is there anything else? 
 
C: No 
 
I: Is there anything else about the video that you want to tell me? 
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C: No, not really 
 
I: Okay, thank you so much, you’ve been really helpful 
 
END OF INTERVIEW 
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Interview 3 
 
I: So we’re recording now. Is it okay if I record our voice? 
 
C: Yeah, sure 
 
I: So what I’d like you to do, is think about the video that you watched outside, and tell me everything that you 
can remember about it, starting from the beginning, but what I don’t want you to do, is guess, or make 
anything up. I only want you to tell me just what you actually remember 
 
C: Okay 
 
I: So starting from the beginning… 
 
C: There was a police car. Around a roundabout, there were several red and silver cars. A cyclist went past. 
Two teenagers walked from around the corner and entered a tuck shop. It had a Walls ice cream sign, 
outside. They were in there for about 10 seconds, then were chased out by, I guess the shop owner, and 
that was about it 
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else that you can remember? 
 
C: Erm… Not really 
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I: Okay, thank you. So you said at the beginning, that there was a police car that went past. Tell me about the 
police car? 
 
C: It was driving as normal and the sirens weren’t on. I don’t know, it was florescent yellow and blue 
 
I: Is there anything else that you can remember about it? 
 
C: The teenagers, one was wearing a jacket and the other was wearing a hoodie 
 
I: Okay, so earlier, you said that there was a roundabout with cars going round it and some were red and 
some were silver. Tell me about the roundabout? 
 
C: There were flowers in the middle, I think. I think there were signs pointing left in that direction. Yeah, that’s 
pretty much it 
 
I: Okay, and you said that there were some cars. Tell me about the cars? 
 
C: Erm… There were several vans, can’t remember what type. I think one was a Citreon. That’s pretty much it 
 
I: Okay… You said that there was a cyclist. Tell me about the cyclist? 
 
C: Erm.. He had his helmet on. Seemed like a (inaudible). I think he was wearing a fluorescent vest? 
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I: Okay… Is there anything else that you can remember about the cyclist? 
 
C: Not really 
 
I: Okay… And then you said that two teenagers walked from around the corner. Tell me about that bit? 
 
C: It was a standard corner. They just walked round, coming up to the roundabout, so just before. Once they 
walked around the corner, they walked about 20 feet 
 
I: So think about the first teenager and tell me everything that you can remember about that person 
 
C: He was wearing a hoodie. He had the hood down. Yeah, that’s about it 
 
I: Okay… What about the second teenager. Tell me about the second teenager? 
 
C: It looked like, more like a girl. She was wearing a jacket type thing. It was open at the front. I can’t remember 
what was on it 
 
I: Is there anything else that you can remember about the two teenagers? 
 
C: Just that they walked in the store 
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I: Okay… You said that the shop that they went into was a tuck shop. Tell me what you can remember about 
the shop? 
 
C: It was blue with glass windows on the front. It had a single step up. Not much else 
 
I: Okay… And you said that there was a Walls ice cream sign outside. Tell me about that? 
 
C: It was one of them things that flaps in the wind, on a lead base type thing 
 
I: Okay 
 
C: It goes up 
 
I: Okay… And you said that the teenagers went into the shop for a bout 10 seconds and they were chased 
out. Tell me about that bit? 
 
C: They left in a hurry and the shop keeper was chasing them 
 
I: Okay… Then what happened? 
 
C: They went back round the corner 
 
I: Okay… Tell me about the shop keeper? 
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C: He was quite large. It looked like he was wearing a sweater. He had his sleeves rolled up to about his elbow. 
That’s about it 
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else that you can remember about the video? 
 
C: No, not really 
 
I: Okay, well thank you very much. That was very helpful   
 
 
 
 
END OF INTERVIEW 
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Interview 4 
 
I: Is it all right if I record our voices? 
 
C: (nods) 
 
I: Is it okay if you talk, as the recorder can’t hear you when you nod 
 
C: Yeah 
 
I: Thank you, that’s very kind of you.  What I’d like us to do now, is a little bit of talking about the video that you 
watched on the iPad… So just like before, when I asked you some questions on the picture game, and you 
didn’t know the answer, you said ‘I don’t know’. I want you to do the same for this bit. I just want you to tell 
me what you actually remember, okay 
 
 So thinking about the video, tell me everything that you can remember, starting from the beginning? 
 
C: First I saw some cars going past and then I saw two men come round a corner and go into a shop. The two 
men ran out with a third man running after them 
 
I: Okay… Is there anything else that you can remember? 
 
C: No 
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I: No, okay. You’ve told me lots of things there, thank you… You said that some cars were going past at the 
beginning. Tell me about the cars? 
 
C: It was quite a lot of them 
 
I: Can you remember anything about them, or what they looked like? 
 
C: They were all different colours 
 
I: Okay 
 
C: I can’t remember anything else 
 
I: Okay… Thank you for trying.  And you said that two men came from around the corner. Tell me about the 
two men that came round the corner on the video 
 
C: (pause) 
 
I: Just what you can remember… 
 
C: I can’t really remember 
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I: That’s okay… And you said that they went into a shop. Can you remember anything about the shop? 
 
C: It was a little one joined up to lots of others 
 
I: Okay… Tell me what it looked like 
 
C: I think it was blue 
 
I: Hmmm mmmm 
 
C: And I can’ remember anything else 
 
I: That’s okay. You’ve told me lots of things so far… You said that they came running out, and there was a 
third man running after them. Tell me about that bit? 
 
C: I think he was quite angry with them coming in 
 
I: Okay… Tell me about the third man. What did he look like? 
 
C: I think he was bald 
 
I: Okay…  
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C: And I think he was telling them off for coming in 
 
I: Okay, is there anything else that you can remember about him? 
 
C: No 
 
I: Is there anything else that you can remember about the video? 
 
C: No 
 
I: No, okay, thank you for your help. I’m going to stop recording our voices now 
 
 
END OF INTERVIEW 
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Appendix C 
Table 2 
Statements rating the witness via 8 credibility characteristics  
Credibility characteristics Likert Scale  
 Strongly 
Agree 
Agree Agree 
Somewhat 
Undecided Disagree 
Somewhat 
Disagree Strongly 
Disagree 
Truthfulness         
The witness appeared to be telling the truth        
The witness was telling lies        
Credibility        
The witness appeared to be credible in their responses and answers        
The witness didn’t appear to respond with credible answers or 
statements 
       
Accuracy         
The witness appeared to give accurate responses and descriptions         
The witness didn’t appear to accurately recall the situation and 
descriptions 
       
Honesty        
The witness seemed to be honest         
The witness seemed dishonest         
Believability         
The witness was believable         
The witness didn’t appear believable         
Competency         
The witness appeared competent in their responses        
The witness seemed incompetent at responding         
Confidence         
The witness appeared confident in what they were saying         
The witness appeared uncertain in their responses         
Capability         
The witness appeared capable of answering the questions        
The witness didn’t appear capable of answering the questions        
Note: Characteristics modified from Henry, Ridley, Perry, & Crane, (2011) and Stobbs & Kebbell, (2003)  
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Appendix D 
Statement of participant recruitment on Facebook 
 
“Hi Everyone,  
As you all know, I am currently completing my Msc. Family & Child Psychology at the 
University of Chester.  
I am currently starting my dissertation, which aims to investigate the public’s perceptions of 
vulnerable witnesses, specifically children with autism spectrum condition. 
If you would like to take part in the online study, please could I ask that you private message 
me so I can forward you the URL.  
The study should take no longer than 30 minutes.  
I would be grateful for your support.  
Thank you kindly,  
Liz Taylor”
106 
PUBLIC’S PERCEPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL’S WITH ASC IN THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM                                    
 
 
 
Public Perception of Witnesses with Autism Spectrum Condition 
 
 
 
PARTICIPANT INFORMATION SHEET 
 
I would like to invite you to participate in an online research study as part of my Dissertation for my 
Msc. Family and Child Psychology degree, at the University of Chester. Please read this participant 
information sheet before deciding whether you would like to participate in the study or not. It is 
important that you understand why I am carrying out the research and what it is comprised of. Please 
could I ask that you take your time to read the information carefully and ensure you feel you have 
understood and have enough information to make your decision whether you wish you proceed. If 
you require any more information, please contact me using the details below. Please be advised that 
you do not have to take part in this research if you do not want to.   
 
Thank you for your time.  
 
What is the purpose of the study? 
This is an academic study investigating the publics’ perceptions of vulnerable witnesses, specifically 
children with autism. The purpose is to obtain information on how vulnerable witnesses are viewed 
by individuals who have the potential to be jurors themselves within the criminal justice system. The 
data, which will remain anonymous, will be analysed to provide further understanding of how 
vulnerable witnesses may be perceived by potential jurors.  
 
Why have I been chosen to take part? 
You have been chosen to take part in this study as you are over the age of 18. 
 
What do I have to do? 
You will be asked initially to complete a questionnaire that comprises of 26 statements, requiring you 
to determine how likely you agree or disagree, utilising the Likert scale provided. On completion of 
this stage, you will then be asked to read four short interview transcripts. The transcripts are the 
recall of events from children (some of whom will have autism). The transcripts are based on a non-
violent shop theft video that the children watched. After reading each transcript, you will be asked to 
respond 16 statements, advising how credible you consider the witness to be. You will need to decide 
whether you agree or disagree with the statements using the Likert scale provided.  
You are not obliged to answer all the questions, however questionnaires that are partially completed 
may still be used for data analyses.  
It should take you no longer than 30 minutes to complete this study.  
 
Who is conducting the study? 
I, Elizabeth Taylor, will be analysing the data which will contribute to my dissertation. If you have any 
questions, problems or complaints regarding the study please contact myself; 
1612054@chester.ac.uk, or my Research Dissertation Supervisor, Dr Michelle Mattison, 
m.mattison@chester.ac.uk.  
 
Is participation voluntary? 
Your participation in this study is entirely voluntary. You do not have to take part, and can choose to 
withdraw from the study at any point whilst completing it by closing down your browser, without giving 
any reason.  
Appendix E 
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Please be aware that your responses may be analysed if you withdraw from the study partway 
through. Please be advised once you have completed and submitted your answers to the 
questionnaire, you will not be able to request your answers be withdrawn as they will be automatically 
anonymised and unidentifiable alongside other participants responses.  
 
What are the risks/benefits of taking part in the study? 
You will not be exposed to any direct harmful effects by participating within this study. However if 
you find you have been affected by participating in the study due to having autism spectrum condition 
or due to knowing someone with autism spectrum condition, please contact the below helpline for 
further information, guidance and support.  
 
The National Autistic Helpline: 0808 800 4104  
Monday-Thursday: 10.00 to 16.00, Friday: 09.00 to 15.00  
 
Please be advised that there are no right or wrong answers to the statements within this study, and 
your views and opinions will not be used to identify you.  
 
The benefits of this study is that you will enable me to carry out the identified research, and intern 
provide me with data to analyse for the purposes of my dissertation. Though there will be no direct 
benefits to yourself for completing this study, if you are a student at the University of Chester, you 
will receive two RPS credits. 
 
What about confidentiality? 
All information with this study is strictly confidential and will only be used for the purposes of 
academic assessment. All your answers will be completely anonymous and will be stored securely. 
If you wish to reduce the risk of individuals around you seeing your answers, ensure you exit the 
browser appropriately after submitting your answers.  
 
Data will be stored according to the Data Protection Act and the University Research Policies. Once 
analysis is completed, data will be kept in a password protected file and will be confidentially 
destroyed after academic assessment in March 2022.  
 
What about the results? 
The results from this study will be used for academic assessment purposes, in completion of my 
Research Dissertation. Participants will not be able to be identified within any part of my Research 
Dissertation, as all answers will be anonymised once pooled. Due to all data being anonymous, 
individual feedback will not be available.   
 
What if I am unhappy or if there is a problem? 
If you find yourself unhappy with this study or believe there is a problem, please contact my 
Supervisor, Dr Michelle Mattison, m.mattison@chester.ac.uk. 
 
Ethical Approval 
Ethical approval for the study has been sought and obtained from The Department of Psychology 
Ethics Committee. 
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If you would like to take part, please read and confirm that you agree with the following 
statements: 
 I am over the age of 18 years old 
 I understand what my participation involves 
 I understand that my participation is entirely voluntary and that I can withdraw 
at any time 
 
Please be aware by clicking ‘next’ you have consented to take part in this study. If you have 
read the information and you do not wish to take part, please exit the browse
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Debrief Sheet  
Thank you very much for taking part in this study, your time is greatly appreciated. 
This study was conducted by Elizabeth Taylor and supervised by Dr Michelle Mattison.  
This was an academic study investigating the public’s perceptions of vulnerable 
witnesses, specifically children with autism, as witnesses within a criminal justice 
context. The purpose was to obtain information on how vulnerable witnesses would 
be viewed by individuals, who have the potential to be jurors themselves within the 
criminal justice system. 
This study aims to identify and assist in the eradication of social prejudices that may 
be held by individuals who have the potential to be jurors, towards vulnerable 
witnesses, specifically children with autism.  
The data will remain anonymous, and will be analysed to provide further understanding 
of how vulnerable witnesses may be perceived by potential jurors, therefore we will be 
unable to provide individual feedback on none of the questionnaires. All results will 
remain anonymous and will be not be singled out at any point. 
As per the Data Protection Act and the University of Chester’s Research policies, data 
will be kept securely, and all data will be kept in a password protected file, and 
confidentially destroyed after academic assessment has been completed in February 
2018. 
If you find you have been affected by participating in this study due to knowing 
someone with autism, please contact the below helpline for further information, 
guidance and support.  
The National Autistic Helpline: 0808 800 4104  
Monday-Thursday: 10.00 to 16.00, Friday: 09.00 to 15.00  
If you are a student at the University of Chester, further guidance and support may 
also be sought from the Student Support Centre.  
Email: student.support@chester.ac.uk 
Tel: 01244 511550 
Please be advised that there are no right or wrong answers to the statements 
within this study, and your views and opinions will not be used to identify you. 
If you have any questions, problems or complaints regarding this study please contact 
myself; 1612054@chester.ac.uk, or my Research Dissertation Supervisor, Dr Michelle 
Mattison, m.mattison@chester.ac.uk. 
 
Thank you for your time and support in completing this study  
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